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ABSTRACT. The present study investigated how reports of satisfaction with specific versus global domains can be 
used to assess a disposition towards positivity in subjective well-being reports. College students from 41 societies (N 
= 7167) completed measures of life satisfaction and ratings of global and specific aspects of their lives. For example, 
participants rated satisfaction with their education (global) and satisfaction with their professors, textbooks, and 
lectures (specific). It was hypothesized that global measures would more strongly reflect individual differences in 
dispositional positivity, that is, a propensity to evaluate aspects of life in general as good. At both the individual and 
national levels, positivity predicted life satisfaction beyond objective measures. Also, positivity was associated with 
norms about ideal life satisfaction such that countries and individuals who highly valued positive emotions were 
more likely to display positivity. The difference between more global versus more concrete measures of satisfaction 
can be used as an indirect and subtle measure of positivity. 
KEYWORDS: life satisfaction, positivity, happiness, subjective well-being, culture, positive affect, norms. 
 
Previous studies examining subjective well-being (SWB) at the national level showed notable 
differences among countries. Thus far, differences in living conditions, income, and cultural 
values have been offered as explanations for these nation differences in happiness. However, 
such variables have not been able to consistently account for why some countries are not as 
happy as national economic indicators or cultural variables would predict – and likewise, why 
other countries are happier than we might expect. For instance, despite their finding that the 
wealth of nations is a strong predictor of SWB, Diener, Diener, and Diener (1995) found that 
Japan was considerably less happy than its economic prosperity would predict. And, although 
Colombia ranked among the poorest of countries, and has high levels of violence, it was the 8th 
happiest of 55 nations in that study. Similarly, other Pacific Rim nations besides Japan have also 
been found to score unexpectedly low on SWB, while other Latin nations score higher than 
expected based on economic conditions (Diener et al., 1995; Veenhoven, 1993). Attempts to 
understand this apparent inconsistency have turned toward cultural explanations of SWB. In 
particular, individualism-collectivism (I-C; Hofstede, 1980; Triandis, 1989), also referred to as 
independence-interdependence (Markus and Kitayama, 1991), was suggested as one possible 
influence on SWB. And yet, even though individualism correlates positively with SWB measures, 
the I-C dimension does not fully account for Japan’s low levels of SWB and Colombia’s high 
levels of SWB because the two countries are nearly equal in collectivism (Diener et al., 1995). 
Thus, the question remains of what accounts for the relatively unhappy Japanese and the 
relatively happy Colombians? Are differences in SWB across nations embedded in culture in the 
differing ways in which people respond to the question of life satisfaction? We propose that a 
positive disposition, influenced by cultural norms and practices, can explain why some nations 
are higher in SWB than we might expect based on wealth. The present study sought to explore 
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this hypothesis in two ways. First, we analyzed how a positivity set, or propensity to make 
positive evaluations in general, might influence responses across cultures. Secondly, we 
examined how dispositional positivity relates to cultural norms. 
 
A Propensity View of SWB 
Kozma, Stone, and Stones (2000) found that the best explanation for the stability in SWB is a 
“propensity model.” According to this formulation, there is a dispositional component to SWB 
that operates much like a trait and accounts for the stability in SWB despite environmental 
change. In support of their propensity model, Kozma et al. found that the best predictor of SWB 
– an even better predictor than environmental factors, personality variables, and satisfaction with 
important life domains – was past SWB. Furthermore, environmental and personality variables 
could not fully explain the stability in SWB. In other words, the propensity component of SWB 
may be related to but not entirely explained by personality. 
Although Kozma et al. (2000) provide support for a propensity or disposition component to 
SWB, they did not examine how cultural variables may influence the level of positivity. Thus, a 
major aim of the present study was to examine how individual differences in positivity may be 
driven by cultural norms that determine the degree to which happiness is valued and considered 
desirable. If level of positivity is influenced by cultural factors, this might explain some of the 
national differences in SWB. Thus, in attempting to resolve the Japan–Colombia paradox, we 
explain Latin American countries’ high levels of SWB as a propensity to view life experiences in 
a rosy light because they value positive affect and a positive view of life. By the same token, 
Japan’s relatively low SWB suggests a relative absence of the propensity to evaluate aspects of 
life positively. 
In order to examine how dispositional positivity may influence constructions of life satisfaction 
judgments, we first had to consider how to measure positivity. In what ways would individuals 
who have a propensity towards the positive display such evaluative tendencies? And more 
importantly, how could we separate positivity from objective conditions in evaluations? These 
questions led us to examine more closely how individuals construct different types of evaluations 
in general – in particular, the differing ways in which individuals form global and specific 
judgments. 
 
Global versus Specific Judgments 
Most of the research on life satisfaction has relied on brief, global self-report instruments. 
Because SWB is by definition subjective, self reports are desirable in that they emphasize 
subjective experience rather than relying on “experts” to judge another’s happiness. These 
measures often ask about a person’s lifetime, or large periods of time such as the last year, and 
they tend to focus on broad domains such as one’s life, job, or marriage. For example, 
respondents may be asked to evaluate statements such as “In most ways my life is close to my 
ideal” (Satisfaction With Life Scale; Diener et al., 1985), or they may be asked to respond to the 
question “How do you feel about your life as a whole?” on a scale ranging from “Delighted” to 
“Terrible” (Andrews and Withey, 1976). Asking participants to rate such broad categories as 
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one’s “life as a whole,” or one’s job as a whole, raises a number of issues. Schwarz and Strack 
(1991) noted that such questions may, in fact, “request something impossible from the 
respondent” (p. 29). Asking people to evaluate their happiness invites a host of potential heuristic 
strategies because individuals do not carry out careful calculations of summing weighted positive 
and negative experiences to arrive at a general happiness value. One would expect such 
computations to be time consuming, and the average person is able to provide an evaluation of 
his or her life in an astonishingly short amount of time – usually less than a minute (Schwarz and 
Strack, 1991). Recently it has been suggested that when asked to evaluate their life satisfaction, 
people rely on heuristic strategies, current affect, and other information that is readily available 
(Strack et al., 1988; Schwartz and Clore, 1983). When primed with certain information, people 
may use that information (or perhaps weight it more heavily) in judgments about their overall 
happiness. 
In short, asking people to generate a composite judgment about their lives is a complex task that 
may not reflect a systematic, bottom–up computational assessment (Schwarz and Strack, 1991, 
1999). Until now, most researchers considered this to be an artifact and shortcoming of global 
assessment measures. However, we suggest that because global evaluations may reflect 
dispositional tendencies, such measures can provide valuable information about the nature of 
SWB. It is important to note that dispositional tendencies are likely to have their greatest 
influence on global judgments, and this tendency is maximized for life satisfaction measures. 
Because global evaluations are often vague, they allow greater freedom for individuals to project 
their norms, view of life, and self-beliefs onto the assessment item. When asked to evaluate 
specific or more concrete domains, however, individuals are more constrained by how they feel 
and think about the actual domains, inherently leaving less room for possible top–down 
influences. Although a positive disposition might influence one’s reactions to concrete and 
specific aspects of life, in the case of broader domains this disposition can influence not only 
actual experience, but also one’s memory and judgment of specific aspects as well. Thus, a 
positive disposition is likely to have stronger effects on global reports. 
To some extent the two types of measures, global/abstract and specific/concrete, may reflect 
different types of SWB – global measures may be more reflective of a person’s disposition while 
specific measures may reflect actual experiences. Thus, we would expect the two measures to 
yield different conclusions about the SWB of a nation or an individual. With this in mind, we 
may be able to capitalize on the different evaluations people make at the distinct levels of 
judgment. In fact, disparities between the two types of evaluations would suggest that overall 
happiness is not the sum of its parts. Furthermore, although global measures may be less tied to 
actual experience, knowing which individuals and societies possess a propensity to respond to 
global measures in a positive way may provide us with valuable information about the nature of 
SWB. 
In the following study, we suggest one way of capturing the positivity disposition: by assessing 
the degree to which individuals evaluate global domains more positively than specific domains. 
To the degree that individuals weight specific aspects of their lives to arrive at global judgments, 
we would expect the mean evaluation of specific domains to equal the evaluation of the broader 
domain. However, for individuals who might be likely to display positivity, global judgments 
should reflect inflation over the specific judgments. We elected to index positivity by 
comparison between satisfaction with various levels of abstraction for several reasons. First, this 
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method does not rely directly on the use of numbers (because it is the difference between two 
sets of numbers), and therefore is not contaminated by the artifact of preference for high or low 
measures that might contaminate other measures. Second, our index is indirect or implicit – 
relying on a calculation we make rather than on direct self-report – and therefore should 
minimize self-presentation artifacts. Finally, our indirect measure of positivity is not a direct 
report of self-concept, and therefore should not be influence by artificial response tendencies that 
might also influence reports of SWB. 
 
Overview and Predictions 
In summary, the present study sought to explore how life satisfaction is constructed, with the 
hypothesis that part of the construction relies more heavily on positivity in some nations than in 
other nations. Rather than dismissing differences in responding style as artifacts of global 
measures of life satisfaction, we suggest that these differences offer valuable insight into how 
satisfaction judgments are formed. Our three hypotheses are: 
Hypothesis 1: Individuals and nations will differ in positivity as measured by the degree to which 
they evaluate global life aspects more positively than specific aspects. 
Hypothesis 2: Positivity will predict overall life satisfaction at both the individual and national 
level beyond objective measures such as income. 
Hypothesis 3: Positivity will correlate with how much people at both the individual and national 
levels believe it is desirable to feel satisfied (i.e., ideal life satisfaction). 
 
METHOD 
Sample 
Participants included 7,167 college students (2780 males, 4301 females, and 86 not reporting 
gender) from 41 societies sampled as part of the International College Student Data (ICSD), 
collected in collaboration with international colleagues during 1995–1996. The ICSD project was 
undertaken in an effort to understand various issues relating to societal and cultural differences in 
subjective well-being. Eighty-five percent of the respondents were 18 to 25 years old. The 41 
societies and their respective sample sizes are summarized in Table I. 
Measures 
In many nations our respondents were fluent in English and responded to the English version of 
our survey, but in some countries the questions were presented in the native language (e.g., 
Egypt). In the cases where translation was necessary, questionnaires were translated from 
English to native languages by bilingual collaborators who were all professional psychologists 
associated with major universities in each country. Shao (1993) reported a high correspondence 
between the translated versions and the English version for the four languages in which 
systematic back-translation was conducted. 
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Life Satisfaction 
Life satisfaction was assessed by the Satisfaction with Life Scale (SWLS; Diener et al., 1985). 
The SWLS is a five-item measure that asks respondents to rate their global life satisfaction from 
their subjective perspective. Sample items include “I am satisfied with my life” and “The 
conditions of my life are excellent.” The response ranges from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 
(strongly agree) and are summed to yield a possible total score ranging from 5 to 35. The SWLS 
possesses adequate psychometric properties (see Pavot and Diener, 1993) and has demonstrated 
its validity among Korean (Suh, 1994), mainland Chinese (Shao, 1993), and Russian (Balatsky 
and Diener, 1993) samples. The overall alpha for the SWLS (N = 7014) was 0.81, and the mean 
alpha coefficient across the 41 nations was 0.78; more than half of the nations had alphas greater 
than 0.80. 
Life Satisfaction Norms 
In addition to having participants rate their own life satisfaction using the SWLS, we also asked 
participants rate the ideal level of SWLS – how they thought the ideal person would complete 
such items. 
Positivity Disposition 
In order to examine the positivity disposition that may be inherent in rating broad versus specific 
domains, we examined the following ratings: (1) Satisfaction with one’s education (broad) 
versus satisfaction with one’s professors, textbooks, and lectures (specific). The latter three 
ratings were averaged to form the specific measure of satisfaction with education. (2) 
Satisfaction with one’s recreation (broad) versus satisfaction with sports and television (specific). 
Again, the two specific ratings were averaged. (3) Satisfaction with oneself (broad) versus 
satisfaction with one’s grades and health (specific aspects of the self). The narrow subdomains 
were selected because they appeared to be variables that would be relevant to students’ 
satisfaction with the global domains in all the societies we sampled. A composite broad 
satisfaction value was computed at the individual level by averaging the three broad ratings, and 
a specific satisfaction value was computed by averaging the mean of the three specific ratings. 
Given adequate sampling of domains, the broad and specific domains ought to be isomorphic, 
and therefore satisfaction at the two levels ought to be identical unless there are dispositions that 
influence one level that do not influence the other level. The major SWB dependent variable was 
the Satisfaction with Life Scale (Diener et al., 1985). 
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NATIONAL DIFFERENCES IN POSITIVITY 
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RESULTS 
The first column of Table I summarizes the life satisfaction means for each society. The mean 
satisfaction score for the 41 societies was 21.85 (SD = 2.13). China was the least satisfied, while 
Colombia reported the greatest levels of life satisfaction. Consistent with previous studies 
(Diener et al., 1995; Veenhoven, 1993), the mean SWLS score for Japan was lower than we 
might expect based on economic development. Additionally, other studies have also 
demonstrated that China and other Asian societies tend to report relatively low satisfaction 
(Diener, Diener and Diener, 1995; Diener, Suh, Smith and Shao, 1995). 
 
Overview of Analyses 
We first analyzed the data at the individual level and later at the national level. At the individual 
level, all independent and dependent measures were standardized within countries in order to 
control for nation differences. The resulting scores rely on a person’s relative standing within 
nations. In contrast, the nation-level analyses are based on analyzing means of countries. Thus, 
the two levels of analyses are independent of each other. 
 
Analyses at the Individual Level 
Table II summarizes the zero-order correlations between SWLS scores, global domain 
satisfaction scores, and specific domain satisfaction scores. Correlations above the diagonal 
represent analyses at the individual level. Correlations on the diagonal that are not in parentheses 
indicate the reliability coefficients for each measure at the individual level. As shown, the global 
score was a significantly better zero order predictor of life satisfaction than the specific score,  
t = 11.06, p < 0.001 (Cohen and Cohen, 1983; Steiger, 1980). This relation is particularly robust 
considering the reliability for the specific score was greater than the reliability for the global 
score. Furthermore (not shown), positivity (the residual of global domains mediated by the 
specific domains) significantly correlated with the standardized SWLS scores,  
r(6974) = 0.32, p < 0.001. 
Our next set of analyses involved computing a “positivity score” for each participant by 
regressing the global score onto the specific score. The resulting standardized regression residual 
was then used as a measure of positivity for each individual (after Kurman and Sriram, 1997). To 
simplify a bit, this residual score captured the degree to which people were more likely to judge 
broader and vaguer categories as better (i.e., more positive). For the positivity score, positive 
values indicated that the person judged global categories more positively than specific categories,   
and negative values indicated the opposite. We entered income and the residual positivity score 
simultaneously into a regression equation predicting life satisfaction (SWLS). The top portion of 
Table III summarizes the results of the regression analyses at the individual level. Although both 
income and positivity significantly predicted life satisfaction, the beta for the residual positivity 
score was much stronger than that for income, suggesting that our measure of positivity captures 
an aspect of life satisfaction beyond objective measures. 
Positivity and the Construction of Life Satisfaction Judgments 
8 
 
 
Analyses at the Nation Level 
The right two columns of Table I summarize the nation aggregated data, from the society scoring 
the highest in mean positivity disposition (Puerto Rico, +0:48) to the society scoring the lowest 
in mean positivity disposition (Lithuania and Korea tied, −0:44). The United States tied with 
Slovenia for the 8th highest score in positivity, with a residual score of 0.20. The United States’ 
standing among our 41 nations is consistent with Matlin and Stang’s (1978) research on the 
“Pollyanna Principle,” which showed that Americans preferred the positive over the negative in 
several cases – in choosing between positive and negative words, memories, faces, and reporting 
of news. Thus, it is not surprising that most Americans also rate their lives as happy (Diener and 
Diener, 1996). Notably, both Japan and China were among the lowest in positivity, with residual 
scores of −0:42 and −0:43, respectively. Meanwhile, Colombia, the nation with the highest 
SWLS score in our sample, had the second highest score for positivity (+0:39). 
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The correlations below the diagonal presented in Table II summarize the zero-order correlations 
between mean SWLS, global domain satisfaction, and specific domain satisfaction scores at the 
nation level. Correlations on the diagonal that are in parentheses indicate the reliability 
coefficients for each measure at the national level. Although global and specific scores were 
highly correlated between nations, the mean global score correlated more highly with life 
satisfaction than the specific scores. Furthermore, the residual positivity scores (not shown) 
correlated as strongly with life satisfaction as the specific scores themselves  
(r(39) = 0.57, p < 0.001), thus verifying the importance of positivity to life satisfaction judgments. 
Regression analyses also supported the strength of our measure of positivity as a better predictor 
of life satisfaction among nations than objective measures, as shown in the bottom portion of 
Table III. When per capita national wealth and the average positivity score were simultaneously 
entered into a regression equation predicting national levels of life satisfaction (mean SWLS 
score), positivity was as good a predictor as national wealth. 
 
Top-Down versus Bottom-Up Theories 
The residual positivity score can also be compared to satisfaction with important life domains as 
a test of top-down versus bottom-up theories. After all, if global measures of satisfaction are 
simply the sum of happiness across narrower domains, it follows that satisfaction with the most 
important domains should strongly predict overall life satisfaction. Returning to analyses at the 
individual level, we examined five important life domains that did not include the three global 
domains that we have already mentioned. These five important domains were health, finances, 
friends, family, and religion. Results of the regression analyses at the individual level are 
summarized in the top half of Table IV. At the individual level, the residual positivity scores 
predicted overall life satisfaction beyond the important domains scores. Thus, overall life 
satisfaction appears to be more than a cognitive computation or summing up of satisfaction in the 
important areas of one’s life. Our measure of positivity added substantially to the prediction of 
life satisfaction. Interestingly, similar analyses at the nation level (shown in the bottom half of 
Table IV) revealed that the important domains did not emerge as a significant predictor of 
overall life satisfaction, but the residual positivity score significantly predicted SWLS scores. 
The robust findings at the nation level suggest that mean levels of national well-being are 
especially influenced by the positivity tendency. Alternatively, satisfaction with important 
domains may demonstrate low predictive power at the national level because people’s 
satisfaction with these domains depends largely on their relative standing within their nation. 
Bottom-up versus top-down processes can also be tested by examining the predictive power of 
objective variables such as income on financial satisfaction compared with the predictive power 
of our measure of positivity. If bottom-up processes are at work, an individual’s satisfaction level 
should be a function of objective life events (Diener, 1984). In a regression equation predicting 
financial satisfaction from objective income (a bottom–up variable) and the residual positivity 
score (a dispositional variable), both income and positivity significantly predicted financial 
satisfaction at the individual level (as shown in the top portion of Table V). Similarly, at the 
national level, we predicted average financial satisfaction from the average income and the 
average positivity score by nation. The bottom portion of Table 5 summarizes the results at the 
national level. A similar pattern emerged in that the beta for positivity was greater than the beta 
Positivity and the Construction of Life Satisfaction Judgments 
10 
 
for objective income. However, positivity only approached significance here, while objective 
income was not significant. 
 
 
Cultural Norms and Dispositional Positivity 
In order to examine the cultural influences on dispositional positivity we correlated our measure 
of positivity with the ideal SWLS scores – that is, how satisfied participants thought people 
should ideally be. The far right column of Table I summarizes the mean ideal SWLS scores for 
each nation. At both the individual and national level, positivity significantly correlated with 
ideal life satisfaction (r(6845) = 0:09, p < 0.001 and r(39) = 0.39, p < 0.02, respectively) suggesting 
that norms for satisfaction might have some influence on positivity. 
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DISCUSSION 
The thrust of the present study is that different influences operate on the two levels of 
satisfaction judgments (global versus specific). Our measure of positivity, which reflected the 
degree to which people judge broad categories more positively than narrow categories, provides 
one systematic way of assessing individual and cross-cultural differences in SWB. Additionally, 
we demonstrated that this measure of positivity is a good predictor of life satisfaction above and 
beyond other variables that in past studies have been shown to correlate with SWB, namely 
income and satisfaction with important domains (Campbell et al., 1976; Diener et al., 1995). At 
the individual level both positivity and bottom– up influences were significant predictors of 
SWB – that is, life satisfaction depends on how good the various objective life domains are 
perceived to be in a person’s life, but it is additionally influenced by the degree to which the 
person judges global domains more positively than specific domains. At the national level, 
positivity showed strong influences on national levels of SWB. Income only moderately 
predicted national SWB, and satisfaction with important domains was much less important. The 
contrast in findings among the two levels of analyses suggests that bottom–up influences may 
account for more individual variation in well-being whereas positivity may account for more 
cultural variability in life satisfaction. Additionally, these results are consistent with Kozma, 
Stone and Stones’ study (2000) that supported a “propensity” approach to SWB and that also 
showed that top–down processes were more important in SWB than bottom–up processes. 
What, then, is the global positivity disposition? One explanation is that positivity is related to 
cultural norms regarding the value of happiness and positive emotion – that is, how satisfied 
people think it is desirable to be. Correlations between ideal SWLS and positivity revealed some 
support for this explanation. In returning to the question we began with, why Japan reports 
relatively low SWB and Latin American countries report high SWB, a propensity explanation 
suggests that the Pacific Rim societies do not have a strong tendency to evaluate abstract 
domains in a positive way, whereas Latin American countries have a propensity to evaluate most 
global domains positively. The concordance between average life satisfaction in nations and the 
residual positivity score shown in Table 1 is striking. Part of the positivity propensity may be 
rooted in cultural norms regarding the value of believing aspects of life, in general, to be good. 
The Confucian countries in our sample did not hold strong norms of positivity compared to the 
other nations. The Latin American countries, on the other hand, showed strong normative beliefs 
about the value of positivity. Because the correlations between ideal SWLS and positivity were 
not corrected for measurement error, they are likely to be stronger at the latent level. Clearly 
future research should turn to investigations of the origins of the positivity disposition both at the 
individual and cross-cultural level. 
Is positivity a fact or artifact? The answer might depend on the phenomenon the researcher is 
trying to understand. Positivity might color the way people perceive the world and recall 
information, and is not necessarily merely a bothersome response artifact. Positivity might result 
from cultural norms that influence responding to surveys, but might also influence how people 
recall their experiences and make decisions about the future. On the other hand, positivity might 
play a smaller role in people’s on-line experiences in specific situations. This is certainly an area 
in need of more in-depth research. 
Because global measures are less tied to actual experience than specific measures, a question that 
arises is why use global measures at all. Perhaps in order to get accurate evaluations of a broad 
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experience, researchers should sum evaluations at the specific or concrete level to gain a more 
accurate evaluation of the experience as a whole. With regard to the question of life satisfaction, 
how a person responds to the question “How do you feel about your life as a whole?” may be 
inseparable from the way he or she answers global evaluations. Kahneman (1999) suggested that 
answers to such questions are “fallible estimates” (p. 5) of true experience. In fact, Kahneman 
(1999) argues that in order to achieve measures of “objective happiness,” researchers should rely 
on the experience sampling method rather than global questions of life satisfaction. Experience 
sampling or measures of “on-line” affective experience can be taken to be the most specific level 
of measurement possible, and therefore less vulnerable to biases in memory or responding. 
What then is the “real” happiness? Is it how a person answers the question “How satisfied are 
you with your life in general?” or is it the sum of an individual’s moment-to-moment emotional 
experiences? The answer is both – global and specific domain satisfactions and experience 
sampling likely tap two different types of SWB. Furthermore, we caution against altogether 
abandoning global assessment instruments for the more “objective” on-line measures for a 
number of reasons. First, experience sampling can be expensive because it requires equipment 
such as beepers or palm top computers for each respondent. Second, because human beings do 
not form their global satisfaction judgments based on the sum of long-term emotions, would it be 
entirely accurate for psychologists to rely solely on the sum of specific evaluations? After all, 
positivity is part of the way people perceive the world. A complete understanding of any human 
experience “as a whole” requires both types of measurement. Finally, global measures provide 
useful information about the individual’s view of the world, regardless of the degree to which the 
person’s judgment is based on specific experience. 
Additionally, global evaluations might have important implications for decision making. To 
illustrate this point, we use the example of vacations. In reality, a vacation can be quite stressful 
(flights are delayed, reservations lost, and one can never be completely certain that the luggage 
will arrive), conflictual (trying to meet each family member’s needs), or even boring at times. 
However, ask people how they felt about their vacations overall, and the answer most likely will 
be positive – a vacation is remembered as relaxing and fun (Mitchell et al., 1997). Furthermore, 
in deciding on whether or not to go on vacation next year, the moment-to-moment emotional 
experiences are most likely forgotten, leaving people to rely on their pleasant memories and 
global evaluations of the vacation in planning for the next one. Thus, global evaluations might 
predict future behavior even after controlling for on-line experience. 
Although the present study offers new insight into the construction of life satisfaction judgments, 
additional research is necessary in order to understand the causes and consequences of global and 
specific judgments. Future research should investigate the mechanisms through which culture 
exerts its influence on positivity in addition to other factors that might operate on positivity. 
There were a number of limitations in the present study that should be corrected in future 
research. For example, broader and more representative samples of nations would be beneficial. 
A necessary step is to sample a greater number of narrow and broad domains, and insure that the 
narrow domains represent an equally representative set of components for each culture. The 
indirect measure of positivity we constructed should be compared to other more direct measures 
of positivity. Finally, other methodologies such as ecological experience sampling would also 
help us disentangle the influence of positivity on immediate affective experience versus global 
recall of this experience. 
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